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20ftrawR, 1996 

WT. OT. 648( 31).—*TR?T WFK BKT afl-MWi) SlfaRwR, 1968 (1968 W46) % 3^^ ^'^ftFnqTTpn 

«1T# «9>RlM-M ^VdlRliqf <J4IV< U KI4I HR^H, fc'dWiU 3fft wiktq % RR<U y4l‘l ^ 3lkR^JRf % 

Rtu, ^ 'Jitflgn Rpr% ir'ytc't ^voit aiimrw ar^usrT ift w «n aR^qf^tfff qr^t eft; 

IH+K % trtRT «Plft1 ITRT^^ RwrfWf ST RrqTCRpqT 3fR "JWfH W fRIUPT q^TRfcqRqpf, 3ftl 

tv.iwl< qrr ■srcW ^nR Tent ttrr iwr q^pif % ww % %ij; -nflRaH qft Rvraqr t ,- 

^)t£H1vfl SffRRTqq, 1968 ^ *JRf 27 qft 4MMKI (2) SRH^ SflRffiqf qiTJiqlil «b^1JH, ‘‘HTfi «wk %ifRf 8*1614 (^?Rfqtf 

Rtmpt) qft stRh^-u ^it. an. it. 138 (3i), ntfRsr 17-2-1992 etohR^ t R 1-1-1994^ afR wr $viiq<-iU'^Rff% 
44^1^17-2-1992 ^ TRW WIT # Rf «ft; 

•forcf R i RiU % <rerr 3Tftr^n qft ^ ' (urcqH vm ~*f fte q i Rw i w *ft #t rh#t 

Tttf *uqiei9 % 17-3-1993 R!FRrfa RR1T *TTfa "33(1 dlRl^dl % f^*flt qiT qRR Rfilj; RHI fl*il ^RiH^fWO*! *nfaf ■# 

(i4«ii( q>r amm: fa( Rrt # qrRt qft vi *ft"!N)rawT arRi^ii rf Rr^yr 513 ; ■=rjo «n % 4iRi4 >? itot fcmiwk 3fR 
4<riWit4 % 3T^f Tf^lwi *<K«hf f^v, «il^ 3iq^H ^ % Ail; 'IRH TT ^*il ^ RittH, 

RlPlWRl ^ 3TPTRT ■qt ^ qi^?St WH% % RFI^ TC IV^T ^IR; 

^ tteqwft arRrRpw, 1968 mn s % srttq qfen T^r^wiT % -rh 41 n --qi^ ^ % 3 ^ qq wi % 

j^vq ^'3^ qiRii*ff 3 ^r 3r=q iRu^shTn mrqif qit qqtqr ftqr «n 3ftr “g^fur tnrqif % w*i "wt sm: 

H5TR?r*ft ^f rq^K-t^qvf % T«pr ufliRl % qroi 4il4iK ^ ^ ftTPlWf «ff; 

%q(Rl tH^iK % <.1^1^91 <. u i «RiRi 'qfl Ri't’iR*(iT ^'Rt^K %TtflT^TWF 95 BRWTIFt '*h^ % Rp 4 l fV'^'i, *Kiil<.i'i 3ftt 

i>4i4</rt( % trRi ^ ■qrqq tto qit >ji)Rsrq ^ , R I Ni«i4i % RiHRiRfliy sn^TiatiRqrRfrl' srqf^:— 

1. ’iror^f afR qq RiPiqRi 3nqm 3fRu%i hwiw wR»R(«iiRft; 
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2. TapT aifeftqfrqft riKf 9%3T#lfafiR flftlft l5EI 

HEM TT T5? EE# 3fa aqftRFTfrqf OT3E*fit ffr ft Eh jffjfo fo Pli *ft EE#t 

3. ETET # qft^H *Fl"5ri?lE Ilftlhfi#IT 3ftT Slftlf-mE % sfapftT 'Sflft foiET EET ErifflEET^EE?!! WHETI 


[ET E. 17-5/93 T ft. T ft.'I] 
37T^. l^T. E?tf, T^Ef^m 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture and Cooperation) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, 20th September, 1996 

S. O. 648(E).—Whereas the Government of India had set up an Expert Committee, under the Insecticides Act, 1968 
(46 of 1968), with a view to investigate the continued use of certain insecticides i.e. Aldrln, Heptachlor and Chlordane in India, 
which were banned in other countries because of involved risks to human beings and animals, as to render it expedient or 
necessary to take immediate action; 

And whereas the Central Government duly considered the recommendations made by the said Committee and was 
satisfied that the continued use of Aldrin, Chlordane and Heptachlor is likely to involve health hazards to human beings and 
animals; 

And whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 27 of the Insecticides Act, 1968, a 
notification was issued by the Government of India under the Ministry of Agriculture (Department of Agriculture and Coopera¬ 
tion) vide number S. O. 138(E), dated 17-2-1992, banning the Aldrin with effect from 1-1-1994 and banning the use of both 
Chlordane and Heptachlor with effect from 17-2-1992; 

And wheresas M/s. Pesticides India Limited filed a writ petition challenging the said notification in High Court of 
Rajasthan and the said High Court gave judgement on 17-3-1993 that the said notification was issued without following the 
principles of natural justice and without affording an opportunity of being heard to the registration holders and quashed the said 
notification with a direction to reconsider the matter as regards total ban on sale, production, formulation or import of Hep¬ 
tachlor and Chlordane in India after affording an opportunity of hearing to the petitioners and other registration holders of these 
two insecticides; 

And whereas the Registration Committee constituted under section 5 of the Insecticides Act, 1968, in order to give due 
compliance to the order of the Honourable High Court, gave adequate opportunity to the said petitioners and other registration 
holders and also after convening several meetings with the industry, registration holders and deliberations in an 
inter-Ministerial meeting, the said Committee made certain recommendations to the Government of India; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 27 of the Insecticides Act, 1968, the 
Central Government, after considering the recommendation of the Registration Committee, and on being satisfied that the use 
of Aldrin, Chlordane and Heptachlor is likely to cause risk to human beings and animals, hereby makes the following order, 
namely:— 

(1) the manufacture, import and use of Heptachlor and Chlordane shall be prohibited in India with immediate effect; 

(2) the certificate of registration issued by the Registration Committee to various persons under section 9 of the said 

insecticides shall stand cancelled and the validity of the manufacturing licences issued to them by the Licencing 

Officer shall also stand cancelled; 

(3) the use of Aldrin shall be prohibited in India and the certificate of registration issued under the said Act shall stand 

cancelled. 
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